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W Contnued from A-1
Battle |

Hoffman said the court found there
was' no evidence that the either the
wells or surface water on property be-
longing to the plaintiffs to the west
and south of the landfill had been af-
fecte activity at the landfill, -
n said the Keystone site
on the Superfund list be-
ca¥ s of contaminatiofi in one
singlc nonitoring well -known as K1
-onthe landfill site had tiigh readings
of contaminants several times higher
than any other wells around it.
“There is a very localized, focused
problem at that landfill, ” Hoffman
said..“That well had nothing to do
with the Browns or the Willows. The
water from K1 is moving very slowly
to the northeast, toward land. that is
also owned by the Noels,”
Hoffman said Rambo’s finding
“could and should“ effect the ap-
proach the EPA takes in its approach
to further action in the landfill. “You
would think the EPA would take seri-

ously the conclusions of a federal

judge in a litigated case....It is_con-
trary to what the commumity has been
atlowed to think.”

The agency is now in the early
stages of planning a procedure for
testing for groundwater contamina-

“Haw in the world could
she throw everything out,
with all the evidence we
put in front of her? It is
Just unbelievable.”

' MARCIA BROWN

" tion off site. In an interview earlier
this month, the EPA’s Keystone Re-_
medial Project Manager, Christopher
Corbett, said the first groundwater
tests off site should begin late this
month. . )

Franklin Kury, the Harrisburg at-
torney who has handled Keystone's
general legal work for years, said he
believed the EPA “over-reacted* and
yielded to community pressure when
it placed the fan

LN vt s

dfill on'the Superfund  District of Baltimo

plaintiffs’ property was in Maryland.
Eventually, the case landéd in Judge
Rambo’s court.

The suit was first brought by four
groups; Tim and Marcia Brown and
Cloyd and Dorothy Willow of Union
Township, Adams County, and by
Wallace and Rose Hagan, and
Mildred Matthias of the Silver Run, .
Maryland area. The Hagans later
withdrew voluntarily ;from the suit.
Keystone's attorneys were then suc-
cessful in obtaining a ruling from
Rambo removing Matthias from the
suit. .

The trial took place in late 1992,
Hoffman said. It has taken since then
for Judge Rambo to write up the
83-page decision. The document, re-
leased Thursday, essentially dismis-
ses the case against Keystone, states
that the court is not open to reconsid-
eration and orders the clerk of the
court to close the case.

Marcia Brown said despite the
Rambo ruling, the case is not over.

“I"ll get with my attorney and get
him working on it, " she said. “We're

list.

“Qur view is there is no need for
the EPA to be in here at all, ” Kury
said. “The problem that was_there is
being handled through the state.
(This ruling) is a substantial vindica-

- tion for the Noels for a lot of flack and
baseless allegations “they've taken
from people for a lot of years. It's
based on emotion and there is no fac-
tual basis to it. But this was a judge,
not a press conference. We were de-
aling with fact here, not opinion.”

iée'nneth, F. Noel, owner of the
landfill, now closed and on the Envir-
onmental Protection Agency’s
Superfund list since 1987, said the
decision by U.S. Middle District

- Judge Sylvia H. Rambo was “a long
time coming.

“Everything ‘takes time, ” Noel
said. “It backs up what we've been
saying for years. Everybody says
things are so bad around here, and
that’s a bunch of crap. We’ve said
that all along.”

The original suit was filed in the
United States District Court for the

Lawsuit ,
dded that thé Willow's wa-

S t have been af-’

. ter, **clearly could not hav
N tft::cu’,d byythe landfill becau;e
" their spring is far rcm,oved from the
.. landfill. The Willow’s spring 1s on
. the north border of their property,
while the landfill is to the east. B
The Browns and Willows levele
" three charges against landfill own-
.+ ers-Ken and Anna Noel. Ramlt))o
" . shot down the arguments one by

-.one. )
+ First, the plaint

i

. any contaminants were eat
mZ' landfill into the surroun

environment.

¥

iffs said Keystone i
aw by creating an minated water ev

leaked from ¢omp
din

intiffS'arguecIC:{hat '
i i Clean
Keystone violated the federal _
Wgter Act by permitting pollutants -
to enter waterways

Rambo said the
show that the ‘ruré-o

roperty contained any ¢ :
1;ntsrf She said there was scant e\;ll
dence’’ of contaminants from the
landfill, but *

‘abundant cvide?cc"
that pollutants on the Brown arm,
inclupding pesticides, ongmated on
he couple’s property. o,
l As fgr the Willows, who didn’t
testify during the trial, the judge

i failed to show that conta-
nated er entered their

Né)(t. the pla

.

Browns failed to -
£f onto theit
contamin-

“violated federal 1 1
T antial danger property. .
i 'lm’;‘zﬁﬁrﬁ?&felﬁs}'“ﬁht Ramgbo d The final glfl'(;lg?)t\l::e;— ?a;:ll;zargtg
- to .
! said the plaintiffs failed to prove  that the landfi ouners failed ©0

ly with per! )
regulgtions 2 also was rejected

due to lack of proof.
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